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ABSTRACT |

. The purpose of this study.was to deterrainé the specific attitudes of
:ségohdary;schooi juniors, eniors, teachers, ,andxcounseloi‘s toward Meniphis State.

Umvers1ty and toward. part1cu1ar aspects of the- Umvers1ty ‘as-well as_to discover

) who or what- 1nfluenced those att1tudes In add1t1on, d1fferences in att1tudes

among the yar1ous groups were sought: (pages 1-3)

»

d

€

- - : The 1nstrument used 4. obtam the data was a quest1onna1re cons1st1ng of

- RN N PR

7two parts ‘the f1rst part a'86ries of: semant1c d1fferent1al~ quest1ons £0. measure_ -

& - —

“attxtud toward var1ous aspects of - the Un1vers1ty.cand*the secondzpart £0- provxde . .
. - background mformatlon and an’ 1nd1 at1on of factors d1rect1y mﬂuencmg the .A E 4

-
g ) ) -
3

) 1nd1v1dua1's att1tude. Some -6f ‘the. stahst1ca1 methods used in-the analys1s of
§ : 'data weére frequency d1str1b1.t1ons, ‘mean-scores; factor: analysls and ‘the Cattell

o ‘ 5 ‘ern S1mi1ar1ty Index (pages 4-9 and Append:x A)

a—

- F

During the late spring of 1972, the-quéstisnnaires-were-administered to

i students and their-teachers and counselors:in nine:city secondarysschools and thres ‘
3 county schools ;whiéh‘wgéfé Lfep‘rje;:_e‘nea‘t‘i\z,é;ineeémésaf,ais:tfi'bu tion.of economics,
N ‘; ¢ }“ - -

—1‘3cati6‘n and 'éacé More deta11ed descr1pt1ons of the method of select1on and of - -
1 o ~the sample populatmn are found on pages six- through -Séven and in. Append1ces Band C
The faculty, 8l. Q4_%‘~ off\@?hojn‘fhaﬁd’attendédeMSﬁ',' listed their oane‘gp"e'rieijce

at the Un1vers1ty as rost: mfluent1a1 in the formation of the1r attitudes (pages 10~

1 -and. Append1x BJ, and students hsted friends. who had attended MSU as the most

1nf1uent1a1 factor (page 11 and Append1x B)
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S Secon_dary school faculty and counselors are most likely to recommend. MSU

- A .. I PO T IO T _ 3 - . 6. U A. . -3 ; Py
. to studentsvwho:arerayerage in the-areas of academ1cs*- motivation; and extra‘

( : and» poor students Student: preferences indicate this-same trend in that academ1ca11y
3 - f”

- superior and poor students arefhkely not to choose MQU as. the mst1tut1on in wh1ch

to continue their educatmn,, and‘,average,student_s,are'hkély to:fna‘!;'e»vit;their first

:.7 ] T ’ cho1ce (pages 12-16 and Appendlx C)

-

= In the factor ana1y51s the f1rst factor was compr1sed of. the §§é6ts

e

- ¥

r ' toward wh1ch faculty and students :as.a whole were. nost pos1t1ve phys1ca1 faci11t1es

ath1et1c act1v1t1es fmanc1a1> factors and*locatmn (page5'20-21 and Appendzx C)
Th1s was not true, however, for some of the%schools 1n the poorer econorruc areas -

" hor for tho“sé?1nrs’oine‘;.of‘»théEBIack"school‘s“WHere:z,occas“ionalzneg“a'ti‘\iéJattitudéé=lweré

ES -

expressed concernmg cost loca‘-mn and fmanc1alfa1d (pages v1 vu, and AppendnoC)a

Separate 1tem analys1s of attﬂ:udes md1cates the feehng that the Umver51ty s
fnat1ona1 reputatmn, admzss1ons standards, scholast1c standards and acaderruc

compet1t1on among- students are- r1s1ngk(pages 17“and 19 ), however, i the factor

«analysls, these aspects-:alqng w1thsbc1a1?1c11rﬁate p‘ersofiili melVémeﬁt "'aCadémfc:‘

counsehng, and acceptance :as-a- student at MSU --formed the factor toward which.

! *total faculty'and- student att1tudes were-less pos1t1ve (pages 20-22) Moét of
‘ "these aspects const1tﬁ'té th’e acadejnié climate of thé;;UfiiKVé_?SKiEY? and the areas of

. :personal student involvement, Faculty attitudes toward three of these aspects

| ~ were sufficiently léss positive to-cause a third factor to be formed: opportunity

; “ o for personal attention and involvément, counseling and guidance ifxi;pla“_nﬁing. the

bt W BRI s e Vet Badple b LT
I .




s tudent's academio prog’faijn; and social atmosphere and activitiés program (pages
20-51) Th fact,. faouity:in six of the twelve sohools*and the aoaden;i(:all‘y superior
students as a whole expressed negat1ve att1tudes toward thése. aspects (page 15 and

Appendxx C). r

'

The overallmean tesponse to-the first.section of the quéstionnaire
indicatés. "somewhat positive! attitudes toward tM‘einphisf State for:both faculty

and~students w1th student: att1tudesﬂbe1ng sl1ght1y more pos1t1ve that ‘those of

3

Appendxx C) In general those expressmg less ,poS1t1ve att1tudes toward Memph1s

) State~Un1vers1ty were students in wh1te schools, those w1th profess1ona1 parents,

-acadenucally supenor and*poor‘fstudents f‘Avera‘ge:studentsgand;th‘os’e‘ z'1n—i5ntgg‘ra‘tfed‘

schools -had-‘more- pos1t1ve att1tudes (pages Vii; 22 and Appenux C):

3

For a more comprehenswe mterpretat1on of theﬁatt1tudes expressed and-

of the sources- of mfluence -and: for the ,purpose of effectn(e futiire- plannmg,

recru;tment efforts, and dissemmatmn of mformatmn, an’ exam1nat1on of the

response prof1les for - the var;ous groups mvolved -is:most- benef1c1a1 :'Infa'ddition,
——

to- the mformatmn of this type mcluded 1n the formal report~ there is-a‘list of

other retrievable data- found in Append1x D

Spec1f1¢fe‘xp1an‘at1ons —ofj‘re,oommenda,t;onsato improve attitudes toward

Méihphis State University are included in the Simmary and 'Recommendatioris

sectmn (pages 1v-x1n)
: o
£

A~

o
B
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SUMMARY. AND REC( MMENDATIONS

Since 79.95% of the Meimphis State-Unjversity student population is-drawn

f}é“rjﬁMemph,is and its environs, it-would: see‘m' désirable that the:secondary school
\

-

Jumors. semors, and teachers have d more: favorable d1sp051t1on -toward the Um-

-

versity than the isomewhat - pos1t1ve" att1t.xdes reflected in: this survey and study-=

[y ——
- &

;partmularly toward the academxc facets and others in wh1ch the smdent would

1

havezaz perspnal—mvolvemer[t Th1s -GONnCeTh: seers: cons1stent: W1th t:he ph1losophy

-
‘;eﬁrsﬂ:y Self—Study Comxmttee son. Purposes in. 'ts prelmunary

Lol

i - . 'For now_ t:he front1ers he not: soimuch m

gagmg than the penodéof exparismn and
growt:h Weépassed throtigh:in the- s1xt:1es

While it is true that the students h‘aye not hédée‘iépéfienge at the University

on.which to base their opinions, it is alsé true that these a.priori attitudes-will
determine whether or not théy wish to pirsue their-higher education at Memphis

State and, to Some extent, their initial self-concept if they do matriculate.

High school students also indicated that th'e—faetd‘r most influéntial (28. 52%)

€

in_the fofmetion of their attitudes was that of friends who had had experience as

students at Memphis State. If thé influence of alumni contacts (7. 59%) is added;




e . s

MSU students. account for 36.11% of the infliehce on secondary school students!

attitudes toward the University. For faculty, 81,04% of whom have been students:
'a"t,i\ilernphis State, experience--either direct or indirect--wa’s a major contributing

influence (83 80%) their own- expenénée (39 50%), friends oF-acquaintances who

'have beén MSU students (27 59%), and thexr.forrner students who: ‘have- gone: to

MSU (16. 71%). These facts: would seém to 1mp1y that effor S should be made/to

T IS o

farmhanze }ugh school and current MSU studentsuw1th the proggarns and servxce

e o v e B

- e o e

. offthe Un1vers1ty*and to ensure that xthe quaht1 of*the expenences Of - current

o s st o e e PRy RS e P R e S s o

MSU students 1s such that 1t w111 have a favorable 1n£luence -on: them and thus,

prag— e oAb T a1 r rEL e abre Erea—— IR

- v o7 e . -

*on*prospectwe studentssasswell The concern stated -in: wordswon paper 1n the

ooy,

: ‘phalosophy and- purposes of the various: d1v:s1ons of- the Umvers1ty must be made

known to students through words but éven fiore- through the»reahty of their- daxly

expenences at -the- Un1vers1ty - 7 .

N - ) " "

—How inight this general’ ’g'aalabééﬁaaéiaféaf‘iai:o.—gpécifi‘ef—o'bjéétives, toward
whxch to progress" A descrxptwe study such ‘as: thxs can: only 1dent1fy some of the
f
apeas and problerns wh1ch may néed- cons1derat1on and raise quest1ons w}uch may

m;@tedxscussmn and lead- tg«aééefenltm%of sué,hpbjecfzv,és; ‘Récommendations

are based on two possible:¢auses for the ‘attitﬁdes;expréssed"hy,—’faculty and students:.

(1) a lack of awareness of e:dfsting—'Univéjsity;programs and services and (2) a need for

. ¥fe-examination jand*irnpi:ovemént of some of the p’rograrns and services,

Data available from this study may ‘be helpful in deterrrunLng what mforrnatmn

needs to be dxssemmated or emphasxzed and to wh1ch gg ug Jecxﬁc types of 1nfor- .

matxon should be d1rected . (A hst of retnevable data is found in the appendices, )

Several exarnpl_es are d;scussed below,

-
iy




N L]

rane

- Overall student and faculty mean responses indicate more favorable S

attxtudes toward the itetns in Factor II: athletic program, physxcal facxhtxes,

.

, locatmn cost, financial aid, and Memphxs State's contributions to the community.

Foiffh'to‘st groups, then, information about these items should be disseminoted
in o‘fder to sustain and improve attitudes, but it,shoulg.i.notzreceivé ,the,major
empha51s ‘.
: 'Howe,vex'-,ffthe v'g'rAaph of Z scores for four groups of :schools-found on the
fglifiﬁfineféage‘i'ndiéa't'e's;Séméfdi,ffefenéeS'~;~hicf! may t;e.ed;qéréfu! scrutiny-if one

is-to-communicate-effectively. withzthevya‘rir‘étysofxétuaehts involved, For example,

—fmore thorough mvestxgatxon revéals- that ‘at: Carver and: Washmgton*schools ‘the

kA L
e l,‘,.\—f

,attxtudes -were less- Eavorable towarc “inancial-aid; cost, and‘location; and at

versxty structure ohe- mxght also -ask whether there is sufficient fmanc:al aid:

' avaxlable. Is it possible to increase such aid? Are the needs of all economic groups

. gmep*due consideration in the awarding of financial aid? Is there sufficient coopera-

tion with businesses in the community to increase opportunitiés for part-time
work off the campus? Is the present fee structure in any way discriminatory against
the:part-time working-student? Is theére adequate bus sexvice from these school

districts to Memphis State, both during class hours and evening hours when reserved

books for required reading are available for student use?
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Overall student mean responses in@icate less positive at.:titudes towa;.'d

‘ the items in Factor I which indudgs.Memphis—State's nationaj*rgputation,
admissions standaxrds, faculty, schola{?tié standards, courses or ptog;'ams of
special interest, intellectual atmosﬂ;ete, opportunity for personal attentiqn

and involvement, academic competition among studehts, counseling and guidance

in planning academic programs, ~ize of Memphis State, social-atmosphere and

Vo

activities program, and relating the news of acceptance ae a student at Memphis
State, The findings also indicate that-academically superior-and-poor students

have the least positive attitudes ;tdwitdi'Me;mpl_Gs:Stqté; There-are several

F

v implications here,
(1) Since attitudes toward the items in Factor I are less positive ard
since secondary school students séem Tt:o—r:elat:e—t:hei:'.}rfe;el:i.,:,\gtt—about:,b;eingi’a

student at Memphis State to these items, information concerning acidemic

ams should be diﬁ'ggmimtgd’ a:;diem’f "siz’eAd:torall—,ggouE. Mi‘ ntioqéd iqd
explained should be such things as ;theayfi'iggrsma’jorf,ﬂminptgi and collateral
areas, the honors programs available; credit-no-credit courses, credit by

examination, policies concesning Advanced Placement, special English classes

for margzinal st\ade;'ntsgL and SEEP.

(2) A re-examination within the University might involve some of the
£ol.lowing questions: Is there an effort being made to meet the interests and
needs of the various types of students at MSU? Are there sufficient courses
and/ox programs which are interesting and chalienging to shperic:c students as

far as content and methods of instruction are concerned? Is there desirability and
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‘credits?

dcadémically? A study made during this Apast~year’o£‘jfreshmﬂ~’performancein .
"}i’ggijation'-go ACT scotres ind‘iqgted;éhigb_,ovgtau‘;faﬂuré,anaawithd:awai.rafe—,inzsome,

. L@*g"p‘;;rtméﬁts, in which courses are required.

o ;7 ,tg,_:consxder the marginal stuidents! s;tqat;cin,.,

© 7 thetotalfall: 1967:geonip)-

i . ix

T

f}gp’por’tunity for independent study? Is there a variety—of honor's programs available?

Do -all of the departments cooperate and\facﬂztate the student's use of such oppor=

Funities as credit by exam, cred1t-no-cred1t courses, and Advanced Placement

-

A .- Is there énough consideration of thé marginal students' situation in adjusting.

.

Is there enough such evaluatxon and arer

results of such research used effectxvely" ance the Umversxty accepts margmal

{Nn

students does it have any obhgatxon to them beyondcadmxttmg them as students"

P 7 . s .low ACT students aveta‘"d more than oné

vgroup Reasonsz or: thhdrawalialso showedl:a
‘ tendency of low ACT ‘students: to- hav 2 OTE -
academic- mthdrawals (in: fact: 10% more than
“The-final'area of
contrast was:in pércent of students. graduatlng
- While 14% of the total- -group: graduated only 3, 4%
of ‘the low- ACT group: graduated durmg the four
. year perlod :

¥

(3) Three items from J:;‘ac‘:tOr I toivardi\_?i}ﬁch students were less fa‘vorably

-disposed formed a third factor c for the faculty social atmosphere and activities
—_

7 program counseling and gu1dance in plannmg the student's academic program, and,
" -opportunity for personal attent;on and involvement, Of the threefacto‘rs, this

- “hird one was viewed ieast favorably by faculty: The less positive attitudes toward

------
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PreveI—

i

§

guidance and counseling and opportumty for personal attention and involvement

\have also been expressed by MSU faculty and students.

s

This problem has been ;‘nent’m‘ne_d often-enough in the various Self-Study

- reports to prompt the Steering 'Ci)mmittee——tov'suggést it as-an area needing

‘serious: consideration. It is ohe-of the two aSpects listed mfost frequently as

L1

"'least effective" or "most disappomtmg" by MSU faculty, upper division: studentsv

‘and lowé’r-d1v1s1on‘sttidénts?mrasstixdy ¢£ the mstructional env1ronment bemg

;completed by 1 sts ‘Martha- Porter asa project for the Office ‘of Academic Pro-

égrams and Research It- would :Séém; to be: too pressmg a: problem to 1gnore

Other stud1es mdicate a: lackf of knowledge Wi “in: parts of the Umversity

,1tself of some of the. programs and serv1ces*avai1able -in-this- area Information &t l:*

concermng the purposes, prgggams and serv1ces of the Umversxty Colleg : Student

J =T

,Personnel Servxces and faculty Adwsors should ‘be- dissemmated and em@asued

ek T — T — P ——
- e -

~tO§secondary:school'—'stixdentsfaiidfffaéiilfyv aﬁd”ffeijixéﬁtlyitdijér'nphi‘sfStat“é!s own

studénts and personnel, N ' - s

.Among the quescims‘\;;}ﬁch;ﬁﬁghe 1éad to a-definition of objectives are the
ﬁailowing: Do Students have ;adegu_aéé}.éppogtynig&;faf—coh,t‘;actzwighwfagaty outside:
of the ¢classroom? Are class ,siz:és and rnéthqu:of insi;ructim—épﬁaucive to inter-
agtion among t{he students and hetween,s,tudents' 'an’difa(:ulﬁ? Is there sufficient
opportunity for participation in student activities and organizations? Are the

existing programs for personal counseling and academic:guidance functioning

effectively? Is it the system of advising which needs improvement or the execution

of it<=-or both? Is there systematic evaluation of the coi;nseling and advising



xi

sexvices? Do advisors have enough time and background informatiori on students

to-advise éffectively? Is there enough personnel in the University College and the __

various divisions of Student Personnel Services to-give personal attention to
.students? The findingsffrom this s},tudy and-others seem tc indicate strongly

that an evaluation should:bée-made of the-advising systéin, and moré opportunities.

-

for personal atten{:'ibnandiinV6fv5méht;Sh6uid§berﬁf‘ovided‘fbr stidents. In

~add1t1on all MSU personnel should7constantly str1ve to convey a sense of personal

" R

'1nterest to each student wi th-whoii . they come 1n contact: No matter how’ routme

P T P ey T ] 1‘7‘ P a—

s

the s1tuat1on may-seem ththekpartmula'f staff*zmember adm1mstrator OF

faculty member;, at that? péi't1cu1ar moment hér‘ "ZéfMéﬁipHifsf State ‘Uni‘véi-‘sitytb

the student for whom the- s1tuatxon may be more cruc1a1

Currently expressed att1tudes should not 11m1t the future plans of the-
Umverslty, but should servé instead to identify strengths and needed improvements
’sngl'(at -the chauengfe‘:of;—t}je qualitative Fealm may indeed-prove to be "éxciting
'an@;éggaging; " Memp’tﬁsv State‘sbould nbt,wraiftfor all students. to apply from

théir own initiative, but the vanous collegﬁs and departments should become

actxvely 1nvolved in- recru1tMe cahber of student who w1ll benef1t from and

-

contribute to the Udiversity's current programs and. to it‘s:tfutur'e—wpla‘n's and-dreams.

x

N f%ecommendations";ha've been-made. concé_rning 'sc}m*efof the spec1fic mrograms
and}services which rieed to be pubilicized more effectively and groups to which the
infbrmation needs to'be communicated, Specific questions have beén raised to
initiate discussion which might lead to evaluation and planning. This evaluation

a’ﬁ’d?lanning would necessarily be'done by those whose work and experience in

o




[or———

xit
- - e . CI, - = - - - - .3 ’ o -
the:areas involved qualify them to do so; howéver, evidence from this study

-ty

doés suggest one additional considération in planning thé dissemination of infor-

mation. In-addition to varying:thé type of information presented ac‘c‘drﬂing to

the-group toward which.it is directed, attempts should be madé to usé direct,

C—

p_éjrj:ssnaiao@ﬁaﬁeaEiqnfwneféva,aﬁa~‘wh§néVég;§9ss‘ib§é.~ Published matefia1s‘
suchas the catalog-were among —fci;e-{l';aas’ t influédtial factors listed by *bOtn faculty
ané?{s“tudents' .and;‘saehlgfoﬁpsSiﬁéiaa’eéa'fi*éss;favaraa?;'e.at”t"it‘aaés‘:‘tow“a‘r‘a;tthe
opportumty for personal attent1on and 1nvolvement at: Memplus State

4

Some of the spec1f1c nieans: wh1ch m1ght :bé: used toscarry out ‘the. precedmg,

recommendatmn m1ght 1nc1ude*the followxng '(1) Increase the: number of people

act1vely 1nvolved in: recnutment One off1c1ally des1gnated -person is. not engugh

- H ~

to: g1ve adequate service or personal attent1on .ina:community-as- large as:-the

Memplusuarea (2) After détefrfrﬁjningfthé“aca'a_enﬁcAand;\iq'i;ational ’iﬁcéxests of

some-of the students within: the part1culareschools the. recrmtment personnel

, rrught return to the schools w1th appropnate 1nteres ted faculty members to

’taﬁé‘—;with small groups-of studénts . (3)-Simall groips. of students: m1ght vigit on

the- MSU campus with 1nterested faculty and- students from their areas of interest;
(In-ohe case;in which a faculty rnei'nbef Efdm Engjneefin_g—has done this, part of
thé.result was a more favorable at:’tituae in both the high school s tudents involved
and-in tne teacher who accompanied them.-) (4) Ciqser cqepefatién bétWeen:intii- “
vidual MSU faculty rnefnbexs’ and secondary seljbol teachers m1ght be fostered
through occasional visits by the faculty member to hold a ¢lass in which his

.

specialized knowledge and experience would.be beneficial. At times, the high

ety
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facilities not available in the high-school or for instriiction from the MSU-

identifies many-infivences whick-affect those attitudes. Only-the most promi-

- R xiii
1

school teacher and class might be invited to the MSU campus for use of special

fééult‘y member.

These suggestions are intended merély to stimulate discussion among

those experiénced enough to make more éffective recommendations. It does,

however, séem worthwhile to considér carefully the use ‘of siall groups, contact

-

with:interes ted individual MSU faculty members and personnel, the use of interested

‘MSU"studénts-in‘both public relations and:récruitrient efforts.

=

~ Thedéscription of secondary school attitudes toward Memphis State University

- ¥

‘néiit are discussed in this-section of the report as examples-of the uses which

might be made-of the firdings. Attitudes-do affect, to some extent, oné's
d‘éj:'i"siéhs,raﬁd.conjegue‘hfly.hiSj' actions arid;}_eji-“fé’::'jmanée;’ theréefore, it seems
dppropriate to evaluate identifiable-areas of influence and to improve them when

possiblé. The attitudes expresséd toward thé University already show a-slight.

Erend toward improvement. Perhaps informing péople of its good programs and

servicés-and a continuing effort to evaluate and improve all areas will effect a

continuation of this favorable trend.
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SECONDARY SCHOOL ATTITUDES TOWARD

MEMPHIS STATE UNIVERSITY
Introduction

Though there have been studies at both the national and institutional

levels o;". factors influencing students' choices of colleges, .few formal studies

have been publis'h‘ed.1 Perhaps the most widely known source for this kind of

) information at the national level is the Studéent Profile Section of the ACT test
battery. A formal study of findings from these ‘urveys was reported in 1965 by
Iarri{es“ ‘l~VI R.ichards, Jr. and J‘ohn L. Hollandf—i,ﬁft}lte ‘October ACT Re§earqh:Réf’Q§ts.2 )
One of a séries of si’xlc;lfi studies at the institutional level was tl'ie';Sut"Vﬁ.erzjéfj

Preferential Reasons Freshmen and Parents Seleéted Elizabethtov\?n,Cbllegg,

’ ) conducted by Robert V. Hanle'in 1969, and reported in Institutional Research-and

——— g

Communication in Higher Education in 19 703" A similar study was conducted at

-

not to enroll there.

Memphis State University in 1971 in order to determine why eiigible applicants chose

-4 j

Some of the elements common to all of these surveys are various general

aspects of the college environment and specific factors which influence the student's

- -

choice of college. Included among the general aspects are such factors as academic
and social atmosphere, reputation, facilities, size, location, and cost. Among.
the specific factors directly influencing decisions are parents, friends, teachers,

high school and college admissions counselors, and alumni..




The methods used in obtaining the data are also similar in.t:hat: the factors
are:l?gged and students are asked to indicate the degree of importan-ce for each
item on a three-point scale ("of no importance, " "a 1;1inor consideration, " "a major
consideration"). In the institutional surveys, the responses are tabulated and the
factors ranked according to the distribution so that one is made aware of influ-
ential factors. In the ACT study, the mean responses ar‘e also factor_ ana;lyzea
to indicate which items are closely related in thé.i.r'influencé.

. Some of the uses of this inforimation suggested in the formally rep‘orted

' r

" stiidies are-planning.-and évélh‘ating’ pre-college ,ééx:viéésﬂfOr,studénts‘,» pia‘r’\r"\ing of
public relations and recruitment programs, designing of more éasily-ihtexfpretéd
adfﬁ"‘ssiohs blanks, planning of student orientation, pibviging a statis tical basis
for-studying the effect of a college a;id the character of its climate, contributing
to college faculty understanding of students, and providing a basis for compari-
son:between universi ties,

The inclusion of the same basic factors in different surveys is indicative
of their reliability and validity in a study of influences on the student's choice
of a college. It should also be apparent that this kind of information could be
useful to the college in a variety of ways.

‘If, indeed, this general type of data is helpful to the institutions, it is

feasible to think that a more precise type of information might be even more

beneficial. The previous surveys indicate only that certain factors are or are

not important and which factors are most influential in a student's selection of




a college; but they do not indicate the student's specific attitude toward the

factors selected, and the factors not selected are omitted from consideration,

— e

It is left to the researcher to infer somewhat subjectively the attitude toward

a cértain factor on the basis of its inclusion or omission by the student, This is

=

f. .
due to the method of rating ‘explained previously. )
Most of these surveys also usually limit the population-surveyed to those

students who applied and did or did not subsequently enroll in the institution.

THis means that students who ¢hosé not to apply at all are omitted and ﬁothing ;

-

is:known of their attitudes toward the institution or c;f their reasons for r:mt
applying. In an urban university such as Memphis State, it would seem that this
iﬁfofmation from high school juniors and seniors in the immediate area would be
helpful, particularly in view of the fact that 79.95% of the University population
comes from Memphis and its environs. In addition to the information from students,
it may prove interesting to know the attitudes of the teachers and counselors
with whom they come in contact.

How do secondary school juniors and seniors, teachers, and counselors in
the Memphis City and Shelby County Schools feel about Memphis State? Are they
favorably or unfavorably disposed toward the University? Who or what most in-
fluences their attitudes? Is there any difference in attitude among various groups of

students such as male and female or those who perform well academically and those

who do not? It is the purpose of this study to attempt to answer these questions,




H

Research Approach

The fact that there are many definitions of "attitude" necessitates an

explanation of its meaning as used in this study:
Most authorities are agréed that attitudes are learned and ®
implicit. . . Further, they are predispositions to respond, but
are distinguished from other such states of readiness in that
they predispose toward an evaluative response. Thus, attitudes
are referred to as "tendencies of approach or avoidance, " or as ’ : &
"favorable" or "unfavorable," and so on.

"Attitude, " then, is defined as a favorable or unfavorable disposition.

-The term "Mempi\i;s étqte University'" is delimited-as the total of t};ese
aspects: ,Q) academic atmosphere, (2) social c1im;fe, (3) athletic activities,

(4) physical facilities and 1‘ocat:'ion, (5) financial factors, and (6) regional and
national reputation. As l;i';eviously mentioned, these‘aspects have been used in
several studies which attest to their reliability and validity.

The categories of students were determined by the information which they
provided concerning (1) sex, (2) race, (3) current academic performance, (4) educa-
tional aspirations, (5) economic status, (6) educat':*iox;al background of the parents,

‘and (7) classification, These factors, too, are used in other surveys, i
. Th;e instrument used to obtain the data for this study was a questionnaire

consisting of two parts: the first part to measure attitudes t:owardwariou; as-

pects of the University and the second part to provide background infor;nation and

an indication of factors directly influencing the individual's attitude. Because of

the difference between the nature of background material from students and that

from faculty and counselors, the second part of the questionnaire for teachers




>

and counselors was different from that for students. (Copies of the instruments

are in the appendices, )

Attitudes toward the various aspects were determined by use of the seman-

tic differential in the first part of the questionnaire, This was accomplished by

measuring each aspect against a set of evaluative bipolar scales.
! N
This notion (attitudes as favorable or unfavorable) is related -
to another shared view--that attitudes can be ascribed to
some basic bipolar continuum with a-neutral or zero reference.
point, implying that they have both direction and intensity '
and providing a basis for the quantitative indexing of attitudes
. If attitude is, indéed, some-portion of the internal
mediational activity, it is. . . part of the semantic struc-
ture of an individual, and may be correspondingly indexed,

»

Testing in this manner provided a measure of attitude for each specific aspect
based on a set of scales rather than the mere selection or omission of that par-
ticular factor from a list, This section of the questionnaﬁe was the same for
students, faculty, and counselors so that there would be a basis for comparison
among these groups.

In the second_section of the questionnaire, the student pz:ovided the
previously mentioned background material by checking appropriate spaces for each
question. There is also one question in which he was asked to rank order the three
most important of the following influences on his attitude toward Memphis State:
1) famllly. (2) friends, (3) high school counselor, (4) teachers, (5) alumni, (6) visit
onA campus, (7) college catalog, (8) newspaper or magazine articles, and (9) ad-

missions counselor from MSU.
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In addition to answering the questions on sex, race, and influences which

are included on the student -questionnaire, the faculty and counselors were asked

questions concerning (1) their previous experience at Memphis State and (2) the

types of students to whom' they would be most likely to recommend Memphis

State. These types are categorized according to (1) academic performance,

1

P

{2) motivation and (3) participation in extra-curricular and social activities; and *
the respondent checked a "yes" or '"no" answer,

Before submitting the proposal and instruments to the city and county

- boards of education for approval, the instrument was tested with the juniors and

senisrs in a local independent school. As a result of thi,srtiesting, the number of

‘scales under each item was reduced in-order to insure completion of the question-

naire within twenty to thirty minutes; the arrangement of adjectives was changed
in order to reduce the possibility of confusion; and parenthetical explanations were
added to some of the items to insu;'e clarity of meaning.

During the spring of 1972, the questionnaires were administered to students
and their teachers and counselors in the city and county by representatives from
the participating schools.

The sample for the study was selected according to schools rather than
individuals. With the advice of Dr. Charles McArthur, Assistant Director in the
Division of Research and Planning at the Memphis Board of Education, and
Mr. Kenneth Cannestrari, Consultant in the Department of Testing and Data

at the Shelby County Beard of Education, these schools were carefully selected

on the basis of racial and economic distribution of students. In order to include

OO



‘variety and balance in location, this., too, was taken into consideration in the
selecticn of the samplg. ]
Nine high schools were selected from the Memphis city schools: Carver,
Central, Fairley, Frayser, Manassas, Messick. Washington, White Station,
vmand Wooddale. Among these are three schools in which the student enrollment
is nearly all glack. three which are integrated. and three which are nearly all
white, The economic level$ range from low to upper middle, and both suburban
and inner -city schools are included. From a total enrollme.nt of 18,800 junior
and senior students, 3500 (19.44%) were tested. The 165 teachers and counselors
4 tested were those who taught or advised the students in the classes in which
the questionnaire was administered.
The three county schools selected were Collierville, Germantown, and
Millington. The student population in these schools is also representative in
r?lation to economic levels, location, and races in the county. The Millington
population also includes students from naval families which means that attitudes
from people from other areas of the country are also included. From a total
enrollment of 2600 junior and sénior students, 1000 (38.46%) were Ct;s—ted, and
their 45 teachers and counselors were also tested. The total sémple of 4500

represented 21.85% of the 21,400 junior and senior students enrolled in the city

and county schools, *

* These numbers are rounded off. The enrollments were 18, 796 in the city schools
and 2594 in the county. Exact figures for the sample are found in the analysis

of data.




Because this study was descr'ip‘tive in nature it did not lend itself to
a statement of hypotheses concerning possible attitudes or tren;is. It did seem
reasonable, however, to assume that the various groups would have differing
attitudes toward Memphis State. The analysis of the data was designed in such
— . a way that it would indicate (1) the particular attitudes of each group toward &,
3 | (2) significant differences amory the attitudes demonstrated, (3) which aspects

" ‘were viewed favorably and which unfavorably, and (4) the factors which most

P S—

g affected the general attitude toward MSU.
' ! Mean responses to the semantic diffarential were computed for each of
the two major groups (students, faculty and counselors) and for the subgroups

of students and were graphed as follows:

i

-3 -2 a1 0 +1  +2  +3

This particular graph would indicate a favorable attitude toward the University.
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The following scale is used to interpret the graphs of semantic differ-

ential questions:

-3.07-2.5, = very negative 0.5/1.5= somewhat positive
-2.5/-1.5 = quite negative -0.5/0.5 =neutral 1. 5/2.7= quite positive
-1.5/-0.5 = somewhat negative 2.5/3. U= very positive
In order to determine whether or not there was a significant difference
among the responses of students and facuity and among those of the various
subgroups, the Cattell Pattern Similarity Index was used. It was selected be-

cause, in additien to indicating the difference in shape of the profiles, it in-

.dicates the degree of separation between the profiles. The Index tests fox

. differences at the , 01, .02, .03, .04, .05, and.10 levels successively until

difference is indicated; howe\.re'r, only‘those differences significant at the . 01
level are reported in this study.

The mean responses to the items in the semantic differential ;uere also
factor analyzed to indicate which items were closely related in terms of the
attitudes expressed.

In the rank ordering of the factors influencix:lg attitudes towérd i\demphis
State, the first choice was given a value of three, the second choice two; and the
third choice, om;. After the frequency was de termineé' for each factor and rank,

the factors were ranked in lists according to their values and graphed,

The decision concerning the desired degree of positiveness in attitude in-

‘volves a value judgement rather than a statistical measurement. This decision

would be made in terms of the philosophy, purposes, and goals of the University.
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Even though the personal philosophy of the directo;' of this study would dictate
selection of "quite positive" or above as the goal or desired range of attitudes
about Memphis State University, she has refrained from any interpretation of
this nature except in the summary and recommendations. Only the statistical
data and analyses a-nd some of the relationships among variables are presented

and described.

FINDINGS

I. Description of Sample:

Dg‘tailéd descriptions of the total sample population and of the sample
populations from the individual schools are found in the appendices in the form
of g'r‘"a’phs and charts. This background information was provided through
responses to questions in the second section of the questionnaire,

1I. Influences on Attitudes:

The direct influences on faculty and student attitudes are illustrated
in graphs on the following page. The majority (81.04%) of the faculty members
tested have had experience as students at Memphis State on which to base their
attitudes. They reported this experience and their friends an'_c‘i acquaintances
who have attended MSL; as the first and second most influential factors in the
formation of t}'wir attitudes to»yard the University. Students also indicated

friends who attend Memphis State as the most influential factor.




11

t

INFLUENCES ON ATTITUDES

¢

§ FACULTY:
T . Which three of the following do you A
i : think have most influenced your
opinions about Memphis State C
University? (Place "1" by the most
influential, a "2" by the next, etc.) B
. G
' A Your own experience as a student
: there E
. D
d . B Your former students who have 3
gone there F
: i C Friends or acquaintances who have — T T T :
F 8 : goue there 10% 20% 30% 40% ;
D Newspaper or magazine articles
E College catalog :
F Admissions counselor from there
G Other (Please explain. )
STUDENT:
. . B
A Your parents and/or family
A
B Your friends .
C
C Visit on the campus E ) '
N
D High school counselor F ) I
!
E Newspaper or magazine articles H
D
F Alumni contacts I
G Talk with admissions counselor G _J
from MSU
| 3 | |
H High school teachers 10% 20% 30% 40%
I College catalog
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Thus, experience at the University itself emerges as the major factor
contributing either directly or indirectly to the formation of secondary school
students' and faculty's attitudes toward Memphis State University. It
shoqld also be noted that personal experience or other people were much more
influential than written publications.

III. Students Most Likely to Attend MSU:

Ilustrated below is the distribution of student responses per taining

to Memphis State's position in their order of college preference.

COLLEGE PREFERENCE

In considering application to college,
would Memphis State be your

A. First Choice .- — 50%
" B. Second Choice ' | 409
C. Third Choice
_ L. 30%
D. Other /
E. Not one of your choices - é L 20%
Pz
% - _10%
/
Z
B

g\
E NN
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DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES WITH MSU AS "FIRST CHOICE'" AND "NOT A CHOICE"

Percentage marking
MSU as
First Choice

----- Percentage marking
MSU as
Not a Choice

T T 1 T
A B C D

Academic
Performance

APPROXIMATE GRADES:

moowp

All A's

Mostly A's and/or B's
Mostly B's and/or C's
Mostly C's and/or D's
Mostly D's and/or F's

- 60%
L 5000
[ 40%
. 30%
- 2000
T
- 10%
T T T T T T
P QR R S T U
Educational
Aspirations

EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS:

P.
Q.

How

High School Diploma

Vocational, Technical or
Certificate Program (Less

than two years)

Two-Year College Degree
Bachelor's or Equivalent

One or two years of Graduate or
Professional Study .
Doctoral or other Professional
Degree beyond Two-Year Graduate
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In ;rder to determine which academic types of students indicated Memphis

State as their first choice and as not one of their choices, a further analysis
was made. As is illustrated on the preceding page, average students and
those aspiring to earn a bachelor's degree or its equivalent comprised the
highest percentage of tl%e‘students marking MSU as first choice. "First
choice" respc;:;s were greater in number than "not a choice" responses for
students in all categories of educational aspirations except those of g;adua te
and advanced degrees. In every case except that of the academically average
student, the percentage of students indicating that Memphis State would not
be a choice is higher than that of students indicating MSU as first choice.
Currently, then, Memphi; State appeals very much to the average secondary
school student and very little to the superior and poor students. This trend
is further substantidted in the semantic diff;arential section of the question-
naire in wnich the average students' attitudes were more positive than those
of the other groups for nearly every item; whereas, the superior and poor
students were least positive in nearly every case. The graph on the following

page more clearly illustrates this point.

In spite of the fact that there was a significant difference between

student attitudes and those of faculty toward various aspects of the University,

faculty responses indicating to which students they would be most likely to
recommend Memphis State are consistent witl: the pattern of student
preference. As one can see in the graph on page sixteen, the responses peak

at the level of the average student and decrease most at the levels of the

superior and poor students consecutively,

o
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IV. Attitudes Toward the University: *

The overall mean response to the semantic differential section of the
questionnaire indicates somewhat positive attitudes (0.5 to 1.5 range) toward
Memphis State University for both faculty and students with student attitudes
(0.855) being slightly more positive than those of faculty (0. 743). The total

mean responses of faculty and students for each school are illustrated in a

t -
LY

graph on the following page. They range from a low of 0. 27 (neutral) to a high
of 1.19 (somewhat positive) and indicate some of the differences in attitudes - .=:s
from school to school. Al though this tot-al mean provides one essential pers- -
pective, it obscures many variations which are necessary for a meaningful
interpretation of the data.

Mean scores were also obtained for each individual scale. They provide
a more detailed description of each item than is appropriate for this particular
report; however, the profiles of scale means for four questions-are presented on
page nineteen because they illustrate an interesting trend in attitudes. In
answering these questions, the respondent had the opportunity not only to assess
the current status of anitem, but to indicate whether or not he felt that it
is improving. Both faculty and students feel that the University's national
reputation, admissions standards, scholastic standards and academic competi- .
tion among students are rising. In every question except the one concerning
admissions standards, the most positive attitude indicated is on the scale labeled

"rising" or "increasing." In addition, then to indicating a trend in attitudes,

this scale had a tendency to raise the total mean for this question.




TOTAL MEAN ATTITUDE OF FACULTY AND STUDENTS BY SCHOOLS

Wooddale
White Station
Washington
Millington
Messick
Manassas
Germantown
Frayser
Fairley
Collierville
Central

Carver

V;;' l - Students

-

L

-—d

—

D - Faculty

v
]

A
|

. 56

. 83
. 61

.97
. 82

1.18

.92

.80
. 88

.65
.90

.67
.27

1.07

.79

.97

. 89
1. 08
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Inferior
Repelling
Bad

Low

Falling

Bad

Low
Unfzir

[Falling

Repelling

Low
Falling
Bad

Easy
Repelling

Easy
Inferior
Repelling

Decreasing

Memphis State's National Reputation:

Admissions Standards:

Scholastic Standards:

|

L

4
T 1
-3.0

3 -2.0 -1.0

Academic Competition Among Studerits:

.
4
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Superior
Attracting
Good

High

.. v
Rising

Good
High
Fair
Rising';"

Attracting

High
Rising"."
Good
Difficult

Attracting

Difficult
Superior
Attracting

Increasing
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Most in.dicative of attitudes toward specific aspects of the Uaiversity
are the mean responses to each question, The profiles of the total faculty
and st-:udent mean responses to each question are typical of the shape of the
profiles for all of the various subgroups i'n that attitudes toward items in
questions twelve through seventeen (athletic activities, physi.al facilities.
f.inancial factors, and location) were generally more positive than those toward
items in questions one through eleven and eighteen (academic atmosphere,
national reputation, social climate, personal involvement, and acceptance as
a student at MSU),

A factor analysis of student responses determined these same groups of
questions as the two factors indicating items closely related in terms of
attitudes expressed. It is interesting to note that the attitudes toward th-
items in Factor il (questions 12-17) are more positive, and yet the high school
students' attitudes toward being accepted as students at .Memphis State are
a part of Factor I (questions 1-11 and 18) which includes the items toward which
attitudes are less positive: acadlex"nic atmosglfie, national reputation, sociai
climate, and personal involvement. This same trend appears in the factor
analysis of faculty data in which Factor II includes the same items as that for
students and the attitudes are most positive toward these items. Factor I
includes questions 1-6, 8, 10, and 18 toward which attitudes are less positive,
but a third factor also emerges which includes three items toward which faculty -
attitudes are least positive: opportunity for personal attention and involvement,
counseling and guidance in planning the student's academic program, and social

atmosphere and activities program, The profiles of total faculty and student

attitudes found on the next page illustrate these general trends.
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The preceding graph and the individual school profiles in the appendices
also illustrate the difference in Jint:e‘nsit); of attitudes among the various
groups. The difference in degree of attitude and the variation in trend for
some of the subgroups account for the significant differences at the .01
level found between total faculty and students. nearly all of the student
subgroups and some of the faculty subgroups. Generally, the academicall;t
superior students with professional parents and the academically poor students
had' least favorable attitudes toward Memphis State University. Average

students had the most favorable attitudes, Both the attitudes expressed in

the semantic differential and the indications of Memphis State as a choice

for future education support this finding.
A total mean for the questionnaire indicates a somewhat positive attitude
toward the total University with differences among the various groups toward

specific aspects,
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1
; FACULTY AND STUDENTS QATE

MEMPHIS STATE UNIVERSITY 2}

//g)”,\\“

4
RARCEN

-1

_ This year Memphis State University is engaged in 2 formal sel€ ¢ tudy,
! and we should appreciate your assistance. It is important to us to know
what you think and feel about Memphis State, This questionnaire is an
attempt to discover just that--your thoughts and feelings; therefore, an
"accurate knowledge of facts about the University is not required to answer
the questions,
The purpose of this study is to measure attitudes toward various as-
i pects of the University by judging them against a series of descriptive ad-
' jectives, In answering these questions, please answer according to YOUR
OWN feelings,

IMI?ORTANT
1. Place your mark in the middle of the space.

THIS: X : : NOT THIS X
2. Mark one space between every pair of adjectives. DO NOT OMIT ANY.

; 3. Work at a fairly high speed. It is your first and true impression
‘ that we want,

EXAMPLES

If your feeling about the aspect at the top is very closely related
to one end of the scale, you should place your mark as follows:

i Student Government
FAIR X : : : : : : UNFAIR
OR
FAIR : : : : : : X UNFAIR

If your feeling is closely related (but not extremely) to one or the
; other end of the scale, you should place your mark as follows:

; _ * ATTRACTING : X : : : : REPELLING
{ OR
ATTRACTING s : : : : X REPELLING

If your feeling is only slightly related to one side as opposed to the
other side, then you should mark as follows:

NORu St ettt MO «<wOSHSH O

HELPFUL : : X : : : HARMFUL
OR '
i HELPFUL : : : : X : HARMFUL
! If your feeling is neutral, then you should mark the middle space.
( GOOD : : : X ¢ : : BAD
! * ATTRACTING: something you like; REPELLING: something you dislike




1. Memphis State's national reputation:

SUPERIOR
ATTRACTING
GOOD

HIGH

RISING

FACULTY AND STUDENTS

INFERIOR
REPELLING
BAD

LOW
FALLING

2. Admissions Standards (What it takes to get in Memphis State):

GOOD

HIGH

FAIR

RISING
ATTRACTING

3. Faculty (teachers) at Memphis State:

FRIENDLY
GOOD
ENCOURAGING
QUALIFIED
INTERESTING
ATTRACTING

4, Scholastic Standards: .

HIGH

RISING

GOOD
DIFFICULT
ATTRACTING

5. Special courses or programs you want in college:
Please name the special courses or programs of interest to you:
(If there is not a course or program of special interest to you, omit this question.)

At Memphis State, is the course or program you named:

GOOD
COMPLETEL
SUCCESSFUL
ATTRACTING
AVAILABLE

6. Intellectual (learning) atmosphere:

ATTRACTING
COLORFUL
SUPERIOR
INSPIRING
INTERESTING

BAD

LOW
UNFAIR
FALLING
REPELLING

UNFRIENDLY
BAD

DISCOURA GING
UNQUALIFIED
BORING
REPELLING

Low
FALLING
BAD

EASY
REPELLING

[ )

BAD
INCOMPLETE
UNSUCCESSFUL
REPELLING
UNAVAILABLE

REPELLING
COLORLESS
INFERIOR
TEDIOUS
BORING




7.

1o,

11, Social atmosphere and activities program:

12,

FACULTY AND STUDENTS

SUFFICIENT

FREQUENT

ATTRACTING

EASY

AVAILABLE

Opportunity for personal attention and involvement at Memphis State:

INSUFFICIENT
INFREQUENT
REPELLING
DIFFICULT
UNAVAILABLE

Academic competition among students (How easy or hard it is to get good grades

in comparison to other students at Memphis State):

DIFFICULT

SUPERIOR

ATTRACTING

INCREASING

SUCCESSFUL

GOOD

FRIENDLY

SUFFICIENT

ATTRACTING

Size of Memphis State:

LARGE

ATTRACTING

INCREASING

HELPFUL

FRIENDLY

COMPLETE

Ay
~ ¢

HAPPY

FRIENDLY

SUCCESSFUL

ATTRACTING

Athletic program:

COMPLETE

GOOD

ATTRACTING

SUCCESSFUL

STRONG

EASY
INFERIOR
REPELLING
DECREASING

_ Counseling and guidance in planning the student's academic program:

UNSUCCESSF UL
BAD
UNFRIENDLY

" INSUFFICIENT

REPELLING

SMALL

REPELLING

DECREASING

HARMFUL

UNFRIENDLY '

INCOMPLETE
SAD
UNFRIENDLY
UNSUCCESSF UL
REPELLING

o

INCOMPL] 'E
BAD
REPELLING
UNSUCCESSFUL
WEAK




13,

14.

15,

16.

17,

18.

FACULTY AND STUDENTS

Physical facilities (Buildings, classrooms, equipment, etc.):

COMPLETE
GOOD
HELPFUL
ATTRACTING

Location (distance from home):

GOOD
ATTRACTING
FORTUNATE
SUFFICIENT

Cost:

LOW

GOOD
HELPFUL
ATTRACTING

Financial aid:

HIGH
GOOD
ATTRACTING
SUEFICIENT

Memphis State's contributions to the community:

SUPERIOR
SUCCESSFUL
INCREASING
MEANINGEUL
ATTRACTING

INCOMPLETE
BAD

HARMF UL
REPELLING

BAD
REPELLING
UNFORTUNATE
INSUFFICIENT

HIGH

BAD

HARMFE UL
REPELLING

LOW

BAD
REPELLING
INSUFFICIENT

INFERIOR
UNSUCCESSFUL
DECREASING
MEANINGLESS
REPELLING

If you were accepted as a student at Memphis State, how would you feel about

telling the news to your friends?

GOOD

PROUD

HAPPY

EAGER
SUPERIOR
IMPORTANT
COMFORTABLE
WISE

EAGER

BAD

ASHAMED

SAD

INDIFFERENT
INFERIOR
UNIMPORTANT
UNCOMFORTABLE
FOOLISH
RELUCTANT




FACULTY ONLY

SECTION I

1. Which three of the following do you
think have most influenced your
opinions about Memphis State
University? {Place "1'" by the most
influential, a "2" by the next, etc.)

[:] Your own experience as a student
there

[j Your former students who have
gone there

D Friends or acquaintances who have
gone there

D Newspaper or magazine arxticles

D College catalog

E:I Admissions counselor from there

D Other (Please explain, )

2, éEX: D Male D Female
3. RACE: [ JBlack [ Jwhite [ JOther

4. Have you ever been a student at
Memphis State? E YES NO

5. Number of years attended at
undergraduate level:

[Cnone | [] three

[ Jtess than one [ four

[Jone [CJmore than four
Jewo (] graduated from

MSU

6. Number of graduate hours earned
at MSU:

Dnone D 12-18 Dv30 or more
‘ D3-9 D21-27 Dgraduate degree

7.

When was the last time you were a
student at MSU?

G within the last D 6-10 years
year

| ' 2-5 years ago D more than

10 years ago

With which department have you had the
most experience?

To which students would you be MOST
LIKELY to recommend Memphis State
as a good selection for their continued
education?

YES NO A, Academic:

Superior student (All A's)
Above average (A's & B's)
Fair (C's & D's)

Poor student

B. Motivation:

High motivation
Average motivation
Poor motivation

C. Other:
Athletically inclined

Leader in extra-curricular
activities

Leader in social activities
Student with average

participation in any or all
of the above activities

O 00 00 000 0000
O Ud0 dad 000 0000

Non-participant



ERIC

PAFulToxt Provided by ERIC

STUDENTS ONLY

Some of the questions in this scction are personal, and YOU MAY OMIT ANY WHICH YOU CONSIDER
OBJLCTIONABLE, Howcver, your name is not given to us, and this information will be hetpful to usan
determining which people the University is serving elfectively and for which groups we may wish to
reconsider some phases of our program,

CHECK ONIZ BLANK I'OR EACH OF THE POLLOWING:

L

In considering application to collepe, would
Memphis State be your

D First choice [_—_l Third choice
[:_] Second choice [:I Other

D Not one of your choices el
sex: [ Imate  [] remale
CLASSIFICATION: [ Jumior  [_J Senior
RACL: D Black D White D Other
AVPPROXIMATE (RADLS:
[ anass
D Mostly A's and/or B's
D Mostly B's and/or ('s
D Mostly C's and/or s
[:_] Mostly D's and/or 1''a
EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS (PLARS):

D High School Diploma

D Vacational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two yoars)
E:] Two-Year College Doprec
D Bachdlor's or Nyuivalent

l | One or two yeors of Gradurte or
Prof essionai Study

l I Doctoral or other Profossjonal
Degree beyond Ty o-Yoar

10.

Graduate

e

Mark the highest level of forn.al education for vour
parents:

7.

9.

Father 8.

Mother

No formal schooling or some
grxade school only

Finished prade school
Some high school
Finished high school
Business or Trade school

Some college

Qo0ogdoo O

Finished college (four years)

Attendud graduate ox professional D
school but did not attaina
graduate or prof essional depree
Attained a graduate o D
profensional doree (M, AL,

Ph.D., M.D,)

Do not know

O 0O 0000000 O

O

Your best estimate of your parunt's iucome this ywar:

3

l.ess than $4,000
$4,00¢ to 55,999
$6,060 to £7,999

8,000 to 59,099 Croer $32,000

nodogd

(3
J
(3
$10,000 t0 15,999 [ ] Do not hnow

Whieh three o the following do you think huve most influencel your

opimons abont Monphis State? (Place o "1 e the nooat it fuent g,

A "2" by rext anda 37 by the last,)

Your pareste and/or family

Your fricals who are goiny
o= vill Fo to MSU

| j Yeur friend. whe do not or
wil' not ;0 to Mot

l J Vit oon the caojus
I ' 1iph < hoo! ¢ kessedlo:

3
[
O

3
]

Newo poporoor me cazine articlos
Al contacts (Poapie who Feve pone to MSU,

Talk wath aduidosions counselor
from NSU

hph soroo! teadh sos

Colle e taloy

$14,000 to $19,99¢
$20,000 to $25,909

$26,000 to $31,99
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

FACULTY STUDENTS

Male
27.96%
Female "ﬁ
L 72.04% : Female /
\ 52.87%
AN
~ . /
\\_—/

Category
//—\

L
e .
Juniors

45. 739

9.91% -Counselors |

Teachers }
90.09Y9 Seniors
54.27%

Race
s ———— —
// \ /—
White White
68.90% \ 67.599
~-Other \
0. 76% Other
‘ 1. 58%
Black Black
30. 149 30. 82%

7




FACULTY EXPERIENCE,AT MSU

Have you ever been a student at Memphis State?

Ar ts & Sciences

44, 59% .
--Busmess
11.46% Administratiov
--Engineering
\} B
i Education
43.31%
.“\\._——-

When was the last time you we e a student at MSU? / 35.41%

A. Never

B. Within the last year
C. 2-5 years ago

D, 6-10 years ago

E. More than 10 years ago

Yes
81. 04%

No
18,96%

In which college have you had the most
experience?

B

A
19.13%

C
27.75%




50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

FACULTY EXPERIENCE AT MSU

Number of years attended at undergraduate level:

> AN

n
SR
%m%f///m/ﬁ
B C€ D E F H

Number of graduate hours earned at MSU:

None
3-9
12-18
21-27
30 or more

Graduate Degree

. None -

. Less than one
. One

. Two

. Three

. Four

. More

. Graduated from MSU

- L 50%
a L 40%
Z o
Z Z
—Z Z—ZO%
ZRZ Z
_%% %_10%
ZRZ ZRZ
ZRZRZNZRZ R
A B C E F




10
INFLUENCES ON FACULTY ATTITUDES'
QUESTION: Which three of the following do you think have most influenced

your opinio:.3 about Memphis State University? (Place "1" by
the most influential, "2" by the next, etc.)

RESULTS
Weighted Percent of Total .
> Influence Frequency Score Weighted Score
1. Your own experience as a
student there
First Choice 142 426
: Second Choice 16 32
E Third Choice 3 _3
TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE 461 39.50%
2. Friends or acquaintances
who have gone there
First Choice 38 114
Second Choice 87 174
Third Choice 34 34
‘ TOTAL WEIGHTED
; SCORE 322 27.59%
3. Your former students who
' have gone there :
First Choice 20 60
Second Choice 50 100
Third Choice 35 35
TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE 195 16. 71%
b




i
i

4, Other (Please explain)

Freguencx
First Choice 8
Second Choice 13
Third Choice 7

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

College catalog

First Choice 3
Second Choice 13
Third Choize 20

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

Newspaper or magazine

First Choice 1
Second Choice 12
Third Choice 26

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

Admissions counselor from

First Choice
Secend Choice
Third Choice

o U N

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

Weighted
Score

24
26
A

57

26
20

55

Percen* of Total
Weighted Score

4.88%

4. 71%

4. 54%

2. 06%




STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE

All A's

Mostly A's and/or B's

Mostly B's and/or C's
Mostly C's ard/or D's

Mostly D's and/or F's

Some question hac been raised
concerning the accuracy with
which students would report
their grades. In the total
sample and in each individual
school, the responses approxi~
mated the normal curve.

2

STUDENT EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS

A, High School Diploma
Vocational, Technical or
Certificate Program (Less
than two years)

Two-Year College Degree

Bachelor's or Equivalent

N

N

One or two years of Graduate
or Professional Study

NN

\,
\

Doctoral or other
Professional Degree beyond
Two-Year Graduate

N\
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INFLUENCES ON STUDENT ATTITUDES

Influence Fregquency

*1. Your friends

First Choice 1810
Second Choice 1401
Third Choice 586

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

2. Your parents and/or family

First Choice 947
Second Choice 497
Third Choice 404

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

3. Visit on the campus

First Choice 441
Second Choice 687
Third Choice 462

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

4. Newspaper or magazine articles

First Choice 297
Second Choice 430
Third Choice 396

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

*See page 16.

Weighted
Score

5430
2802
586

8818
2841

994
404

4239
1323

1374
462

3159
891

860
396

2147

14

Percent of Total
Weighted Score

36.75%

17.67%

13.16%

8.95%




Alumni contacts

Frequency
First Choice 260
Second Choice 358
Third Choice 326

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

High School teachers

First Choice 113
Second Choice 317
Third Choice 358

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

High School counselor

First Choice 104
Second Choice 248
Third Choice 168

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

8. College catalog

First Choice 110
Second Choice 173
Third Choice 280

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

Weighted

Score

15

Percent of Total
Weighted Score

780
716

326

1822

339
634

358

1331

312
496

168

976

330
346

280

956

7.59%

5.55%

4,07%

3.98%




E\fluence Frequency
9. Admissions counselor from
MSU
First Choice 64
Second Choice 126
Third Choice 103

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

*"Your friends" was divided into two categories:
(a) Your friends who are going or will go to MSU
(b) Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU

Weighted
Score

16

Percent of Total
Weighted Score

192
252
103

547

The following are the responses to these two categories.

(a) Your friends who are going or
will go to MSU

First Choice 1504
Second Choice 1012
Third Choice 308

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

(b) Your friends who do not or
will not go to MSU

First Choice 306
Second Choice 389

Third Choice 278

TOTAL WEIGHTED
SCORE

YOUR FRIENDS-TOTAL

4512
2024
308

6844

918
778
278

1974

8813

2.28%

28.52%

8.23%

36.75%
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CARVER

Classification

Junior == el
SN0 e e el

Female m—mmm e oo e e e e el -

Race

Black e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e D e e o o e —

Grades

ALl A'S e e e e -
Mostly A's and/o0r B'S =m e mm e e e -
Mostly B's and/or C'S ==e==mmm e ce e e e e -
Mostly C's and/or D's —m——m e o e e e -
Mostly D's and/or F's === mm oo e -

Educational Plans

High School Diploma =e—me e oo eee -
Vocational, Technical or Certificate _

Program (Less than two years) m=memm oo o oo
Two-Year College Degree —=--m=-mmm oo e -
Bachelor's or Equivalent ==—eemm e oo oo L
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study ===-wemmmeecemmc -
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graquate ——— e e mm oo

Percentages

45,
54.

(384

17.

24,
17,
17.
.42%

15.

77%
23%

.65%
.17%
.17%

.57%
13.
55,
27.
.57%

84%
03%
99%

74%

84%
42%
10%

48%




|

CARVER

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages

jFather!

6.98%

10. 79%
33.97%
22.54%
3. 81%
4,76%
3.18%

No formal schooling or some grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high school

Business or Trade school

Some college

Finished college (four years)

18

Percentages
{Mother)

. 64% Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

1.27% Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
12, 06% Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted

—Score
Your parents and/or family 228
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 391
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 156
Visit on the campus 227
High school counselor 111
Newspaper or magazine articles 193
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 128
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 90
High school teachers 111
College catalog 109

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

”

First Chulce e e oo o
Second Choice ———memmmmmm e __ ——————— e e
Third Cholce ==—=m oo

3.80%

.54%

29%
.06%
.33%
. 38%
. 85%
.95%

2

(@8]
UL OV Voo

.63%

9.18%

Percentages

13.07%
22.42%

8.95%
13.02%

6.37%
11.07%

7. 34%
.16%
.37%
.25%

N O

15, 11%
31. 519,
21,549
20, 58%
11.25%
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CENTRAL

Classification

JUNIOr e e o e e e el
SeNiOr —= - e e e

Grades

All A8 oo e e e
Mostly A's and/or B'S == oo o o e
Mostly B's and/or C'S ===e—c oo o e e
Mostly C's and/or D's = e e e o e
Mostly D's and/or F'S se=emc o e

Educational Plans

High School Diploma === == e e L
Vocational, Technical or Certificate .

Program (Less than two years) —ee—e oo oo oo oo
Two-Year College Degree =====mmmmm oo e
Bachelor's or Equivalent eee—eeo oo oo __ -
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study -=-—-----=ce-u_- -
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate ==meemem oo e m -

49,
50.

36.
ol.
110

46

10.

12,
11,
28,
14,

23,

3
53 l,n
A 3
47‘,0

4
L62%
. 389%

520
27%

. 84%
28.
.70%
16.
. 89%

07%

51%

107

50%
06%
13%
90 %

20

Percentages
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CENTRAL

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages . Percentages

(Father) (Mother)

2,807% No formal schooling or some grade 1, 86%
school only

2, 809 Finished grade school 2,56%
11.927% Some high school 10, 00%
., 20, 33% Finished high school 26, 28%
] 3.51% Business or Trade school 6.28%
12,629 Some college 15, 35%
10.51% Finished college (four years) 13, 26%
3.97% Attended graduate or professional school 2, 56%

F but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

16.36% Attained a graduate or professional degree 5. 35%
(M.A., Ph,D,, M.D.)
15,197 Do not know 16.51%

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted
Score Percentages
Your parents and/or family 497 21, 31%
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU - 707 30. 32%
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 178 7.63%
Visit on the campus 294 12,61%
High school counselor 91 3.90%
Newspaper or magazine articles 200 8. 58%
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 138 5.92%
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 49 2,10%
High school teachers 100 4,29%
College catalog 78 3.35%

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your’

First Choice ——=—mmmmmm oo e 23, 399
Second Choice —==m e e e 27,219
: Third Choice —===—- = o e e 14, 80%
} Other ——m- e - 20, 29%

Not one of your Choices —-—-==m-=m oo oo 14, 32%




S3IUDPNIG-—mmm A3moe g

0°¢ 02 0°T 0 0°'1- 0z~ 0°e-
- - S MR A N

r.o.m»musmmm 1euoryeN . — I

SpIepuBlg SUCISSILIPpY -] m —

Aamoeg _ — €

SpIepue3g JO13SvIOUDg | - ¥

swexdoxy (eroadg - “ -~ g

_ .

axaydsowyy [en3oaieju] _ — 9

JUSWDAIOAU] pU® UOTUD33Yy JRUOSID - .. _ - ¢/

, uorjryadwon orwoepeosy \.\. _ ~ 8

aouepmg puw Surfasunoy - T ’ _ ~ 6
A31sx9ATUN @3R3 snydwaly JO azig u _ — O
wex3oxg SaI3IAIIOY pue [BID0G — _ I( ~ II
wexdorg SI3eIy - _ KA
S9T3IIoR [edIsAyg _ — €1
uorjeooy _ ~ BT
350D - _ ~ ST
PIy Jeroueury - _ - 9T
L3runwwo) o3 suornqrrjuon — _ — LI
aoue3dadoy Jo smap 3urjelay _ [~ 8T

uealy rejor - _ ~ Te30L

SIN3IANIS ANV ALTINOVI TVIAINID JO STISNOJST A NVIW

IC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E




COLLIERVILLE

Classification

Grades

ALl AT oo e o oo e e e e el

Mostly C's and/oz D'S ==eeemmecccmammaaaa . e
Mostly D's and/or F's ===-oo oo mm oo e

Educational Plans

High School Diploma ===eeeecccamaaaaaoo. B L LS
Vocational. Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) =eeecccmmm o ool
Two-Year College Degree =-mammm o oo e e -
Bachelor's or Equivalent ==eem e oo oo oo
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study -—- -
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate ===-mammmm oo oo e

23

Percentages

36.36%
63.64%

46, 52%
53.48%

47,57%
52,43%
~0-

3,239
29,57%
57.53%

8.60%

1,08%

28, 73%

21,55%
11.05%
20. 44%

6.63%

11.60%




COLLIERVILLE

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages
(Father)

8.07%

11, 83Y%
20.97%
25.27%
3. 76%
4, 84%
8.07%
1,08%

3.23%

12,90

No formal schooling or some grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high school

Business or Trade school

Some college

Finished college (four years)

Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A,, Ph.D,, M,D,)

Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted

_Score __
Your parents and/or family 195
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 245
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 95
Visit on the campus 131
High school counselor 41
Newspaper or magazine articles 125
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 86
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 120
High school teachers 85
College catalog 41

In considering application to coilege, would Memphis State be your

First Choice =====-

Second Choice -

Third Choice =-~--

Other --
Not one of your Choices ==e=emmmm oo om0 oo -

Percentages
{Mother)

4, 30%

10. 22%
23,127
33.87%
3.23%
7.83
7.53%

. 54%

1.08%

8.60%

Percentages

16.75%
21.05%
2.16%
11.25%
3.52%
10. 74%
'7.39%
10.31%
7.30%
3,52%

19.46%
33.51%
18.92%
18.38%

9,73%

%
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FAIRLEY

Classification

Jumior --——-- -\l i i i i i b e e i e i i e e ——————————
Senior e

Sex

Male -— e
Female - -— -—

Grades

All A’s --- -
Mostly A's and/or B's -- — - —— -

- Mostly B's and/or C's =——=—cmmm o, _— -
‘ Mostly C's and/or D's _— e e me e
Mostly D's and/or F's —— == - S

Educational Plans

High School Diploma - ——————————— oo e
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) e LS e S -
Two-Year College Degree ==——-c—cmmommmmmem e
Bachelor's or Equivalent —=--—-ecmmmom e -
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study --—---————————- —_
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate ——--=-———c—mmmm e -

Percentages

2,
97.

48,
S1.

24,

22,
.41%
20.
10.

12,

915
o
09%:

85%
15%

. 143
. 55%
. 319

. 05%
31.
40,
21.
. 89%

213
46Y)
39%

12¢)
35%

59%
59%

94%




FAIRLEY

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

118
~1

Percentages Percentages
(Father) ~ (Mother)
6.36% No formal schooling or some grade 2, 31%
school only
11. 83% Finished grade school 3.47%
16.19% Some high school 19. 08%
28. 32% Finished high school 46.24%
7.51% Business or Trade school 8.09%
14. 45% Some college 5.78%
8.09% Finished college (four years) 4. 05%
.58% Attended graduate or professional school 1. 73%
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree
4.62% Attained a gradivate or professional degree 2. 89%
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
5.78% Do not know 6. 36%¢
Factors Influencing Attitudes
- Weighted
_ Score Percentages
Your parer-s and/or family ? 131 13.44%
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 292 29, 95%
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 79 8. 10%
Visit on the campus 136 13.95%
High school counselor 37 3. 80%
Ne\ ‘spaper or magazine articles 84 8.62%
Alumni contacts (People who have tone to MSU) 78 8. 00%
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 14 1.44%
High school teachers 80 8.21Y%
College catalog 44 4,51%
in considering application tc college, would Memphis State be your
First Choice ----- -—-- R 25.15%
Second Choice - - - - - -~ 25,15%
Third Choice ==-====mmme e o : -~ ----  23,98%
Other B et LS -— B e e FES SRR SR - 11.70%
Not one of your Choices -- e e e ——— ~ 14.04%
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FRAYSER

Classification

Grades

Al A'S mm -
Mostly A's and/or B's -- - e -

Mostly B's and/or C's —

Mostly C's and/or D's ~———mem o e -

Mostly D's and/or F's e -

Educational Plans

High School Diploma ————————————
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) ==-———ee oo
Two-Year College Degree —
Bachelor's or Equivalent e
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study -—-e—-—eeemeee -

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two~Year Graduate ~-- -

46.
53.

47.
52,

23

19,
16,
20.
. 03%

11

Percentages

0895
4
92 ‘}’o

81%
19%

.20%
. 99%
. 8185

.20%
39.
41.
14.
.40%

20%
60%
60%

. 04%

96%
67%
37%

93%




FRAYSER

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages
(Father)
3.58% No formal schooling or some grade
school only
3.38% Finished gride school
22.07% Some high school
30.02% Finished high school
10. 34% Business or Trade school
12, 53% Some college
5.57% Finished college (four years)

. 80% Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree :

2,98% Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
8.75% D> not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted
. —Score
Your parents and/or family 483
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 846
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 201
Visit on the campus 369
High school counselor 104
Newspaper or magazine articles 239
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to-MSU) 247
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 42
High school teachers 165
College catalog 90

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

First Choice —==~=cmmcmmmmcmc e S
Second Choice -- -—- S ——
Third Choice - _— ——— _—

Other --- e —————

Not one of your Choices =======ceu- — -

30

Percentages
(Mother)

2,

N
N0 WO N

399,

.59%
. 529
. 83%
.57%
.77%
. 18%
. 20%

. éo OO

L17%

Percentages

17.
.37%
. 22%
.25%
. 73%
. 58%
.87%
.51%
.92%
.23%

w
o

W U oo W W\

28,
27,
18,
14,
10.

34%

34%
13%
83%
78%
93%
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Classification

GERMANTOWN

Junior ——-emm e
Senior — = — e e

Grades

All A'S mm e o
Mostly A's and/or B'S —em— o mmm e e
Mostly B's and/or C's ——m—- oo e
Mostly C's and/or D's ———m— oo mom oo
Mostly D's and/or F'sS === oo e e

Educational Plans

Hi gh School Diploma —=—===cmmmmm e oo

Vocational, Technical or

Certificate

Program (Less than two years) ===—ceememmmme e ___ -

Two-Year College Degree
Bachelor's or Equivalent

- — > . D = s e P > e D e WD e e B o e O e o D ey e o D e S e D . o . W o

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study ——-=-—--—-ccwu--= -

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate

32

Percentages

47.
52,

43,
56.

25,
72,
.78%

18,

18,
10.
29.
. 92%

13.

994
01

47%
53%

95%
27%

. 58%
32,
50.
11,
. 76%

82%
13%
71%

32%

07%
43%
77%

49%




GERVIANTOWN

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages

(Father)

5.54% No formal schooling or some grade
school only
4,53% Finished grade school
11,.59% Some high school
18. 64% Finished high school
6.55% Business or Trade school
9.57% Some college
20.40% Finished college (four years)
3.53% Attended graduate or professional school

but did not attain a graduate or

professional degree

10. 58% Attained a graduate or professional degree

(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
9.07% Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Your parents and/or family

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU
Visit on the campus

High school counselor

Newspaper or magazine articles

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU)
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU

High school teachers

College catalog

Weighted

Score

403
552
151
306

96
122
129

27
130

72

In consider_ig& application to college, would Memphis State be your

Other ==mem e o e e e e e e -
Not one of your ChoiCes =e=mmmmmmcmmm e e e -

33

Percentages

Mother)
2.03%

5.32%
11.90%%
29, 87%

6.84%
14.18%
13.17%

2.53%

3. 80%

10 3800

Percentages

0.27%
7.77%
7.60%
5.39%
4, 83%
6
6
1
6
3

NOBNO

=

. 14%
. 49%
.36%
. 54%
.62%

24,17%
29. 56%
21, 34%
12, 60%
12, 30%
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MANASSAS

Classification

Junior e e e
SeNIOY m e e e e e e ———— e e —_

Grades

Al A'S e e e
Mostly A's and/or B's =emem oo s o o e
Mostly B's and/or C's =ee oo emm e e e
Mostly C's and/or D's —ee— s oo e ee
Mostly D's and/or F's we— oo oo o e e

Educdtional Plans

High School Diploma ====m oo e e
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) ~=eemee e m e e
Two-Year College Degree ==——mmmmmm oo o e -
Bachelor's or Equivalent ==—ee— oo cm oo
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study ~=—==-—cocaemaaeo
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate ==—meommmmam o e e -

35

Percenta ges

44
55

49,
50.

23,
56,
1s,

18,

28,
13,
17.

13

. 68%

¥
. 3 (/O

294
7195

.93%
, 2495
. 84%

. 39%
73%
78%
54%
.57%

31%

20%
08%
15%
.30%

.95%




MANASSAS

Highest Level of Formal £ducation of Parents

Percentages

(Father)
6.76%

8.45%
26.50%
27.32%

4,23%

5.63%

1,97%

.28%

1.97%

16.90

No formal schooling or some grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high school

Business or Trade school

Some college

Finished college (four years)

Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D,, M.D.)

Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted

—Score
Your parents and/or family 226
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 424
Your £friends who do not or will not go to MSU 115
Visit on the campus 215
High school counselor 130
Newspaper or magazine articles 214
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 125
Talk with admissions counselor frorn MSU 68
High school teachers 133
College catalog 77

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

Percentages

(Mother)

2

N W

HWwWwd 9o

le,

Percentages

13,
24,
6.
.45%
7.
12,

12

B W

. 549

. 89%
. 149
619
. 51%
.38%
. 38%
.69%

62%

09%
559%
66%

53%
399

.24%
. 94%
. 70%
. 46%

i
'

. 25%'
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wESSICK

Classification Percentages

Junior --c--cmcccmccceaaeea I 47, 80%%
Senior ~=-=-cccccccccmmaa- et it T T PSP 52,20

S DDA D D D D D D D R e S D G D G D D D S G i SN S G G D S G D e e .

Female ===-=cocmcm oo el - 52, 33‘,‘(»

Race

....................................................... . .35%
Mostly A's and/ox B's =eemeecmcen oot - e 31.30%
Mostly B's and/or C's =e-emcommcemmmcccm oo cmmmmmmmeee 41, 74% i
Mostly C's and/or D's =eeecmmmm o e e e e 20.29%
Mostly D's and/or F' =eeecemm oo oo oo e e 2.32%

Educational Plans

High School Diploma ====-cemmcm oo e 17.78%
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) ====eeeecmcmmmmmcmmmee ool - 21.87%
Two-Year College Degree ——-w—--=com - mco oo eee - 15.74%
Bachelor's or Equivalent ======mmemeooomo e o - 21.28%
One or two years of Graduate or Pw Eessxonal Study -=--cmmmmeceneen - 9.33%

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond
Two-Year Graduate -----===-=mmmmm o e e oo 13.99%



MESSICK

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages

(Father)

4.93%

5.22%
19, 13%
29.57%

5. 80%
12.46%

7.54%

2, 90%

4, 35%

8.12%

No formal school or sume grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high school

Business or Trade school

Some college .

Finished college (four years)

Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)

Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes .~

Weighted
Score

Your parents and/or family 334
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 566
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 121

Visit on the campus
High school counselor

266
93

Newspaper or magazine articles 162
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 143
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 48

High school teachers
College catalog

120
62

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

First Choice

.Second Choice --
Third Choice

Not one of your Choices ===emmm o oo oo e -

Percentages

—(Mother)

. 58%

2.03%
16.23%
43,193

6 091\'
10. 44%

6. 38%

2,90%

3.48%

8.70%

Percentages

17.44%

29.56%
6.32%

13.89%
4,86%
8.46%
7.47%
2.51%
6.27%
3.24%

26.98%
34.60%
14.96%
13.49%

9.97%




LILIPRYG === A3novg

0 0°'1- 0°'c-
= _ | ] _ 1 _ 1
uotjeanday jeuorjeN - . — 1
spIepuelg suorsstwpy L z
f3mmoeg - — €
spaevpue3g dI3seoyds . - P
sweadox jeroadg - * — G )
azaydsowyy 1en3001[23U]  ~ -~
JU2WAATOAU] pue UOT3U2JY ﬁ.chmumm ~ , —
uorjrjadwo) srwapeoy - R
aosueping pue 3urfasunon - - 6
A3tsxaAtup] a3esg stydwaly Jo azig = ~ 0T i
wexdoxy SaTIIATANY pue [eI0g - ~ 11
wexsoxd S13ayIv - P et ’
Sa13ITIoR ] 1edrshuyg - €I
. uor3edoT - SIS
i 3500 - ~ ST
PTV fetoucury - ST
A3runwiwos oa suorjnqrijuon) - A"
aoue3dadoy jJo smap Surjeroy - — 8T
uea\l 18301 4 ™ [e3olr

IC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC

[€)

G e g e

I

LT o




MILLINGTON

Classification

Junior - -—

Senior —

Sex

Male -—

Female

Race

Black —— -

White

°  Other

Grades .

All A's

Mostly A's and/or B's
Mostly B's and/or C's _— -

Mostly C's and/or D's _—
Mostly D's and/or F's

Educational Plans

High School Diploma ———— -
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

‘Program (Less than two years)
Two-Year College Degree —~———eueeoo ~—-

Bachelor's or Equivalent

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study ---

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate -——- - ——-

41

Percentages

50.

387

49.62%,

49.
50.

26.
71.
L2750

22

21,

23,
12.
. 83%
. 56%

1v

14,

[~}
@S
d

—~y A
10'.‘.|

03%

. 76%
19,
51.
. 05%
.S1%

<Ll

05
633

"
19%

51%
92%

99%




MILLINGTON

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages

(Eather)

5.51%

7.77¢%
23.31%
29.32%
5.01%
12.28%
5.26%
2.01%

2,76%

6.77%

No formal schooling or some grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high school

Business or Trade school

Some college

Finic' college (four years)

Attended graduate or professional <chool
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree

Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)

Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Weighted

Score
Your parents and/or family 320
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 572,
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 157
Visit on the campus 257
High school counselor 67
Newspaper or magazine articles 344
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 193
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 55
High school teachers 215
College catalog 97

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

Firset Choice

Percentages

(Mother)

1.

7.

23.

Percentages

50%¢

52%
317

.59%

2%,

.53%
. 76%
. 002

Secend Choice
Third Choice

C{the ————

N5t one of your Choices --

14.
25,
6.
11.
2,
15.
8.
2,

9.
4.

21,
28,
20,
15

05%
129
90%
299
943
11
48%
429
44%
26%

54%
72%
51%

.90%
,33%
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WASHINGTON

Classification

44

Percentages

Junior
Senior ~——e e ——— e

Sex

Male —_— -

—Female

Race

Black
White

Other ' ——

Grades

All A's

Mostly A's and/or B's
Mostly B's and/or C's

Mos*tv C's and/or Dts -
Mcs y D's and/or F's : —

Educational Plans

High School Diploma - - -—

Vocational, Technical or Certificate
Program (Less than two years) -—

Two-Year College Degree ——=m———cmu—caaoe

Bachelor's or Egaivalent - -
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study --

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate ———

50.28%
49, 729

41_90%
58.10%

97.27%
2.73%
-0~

1.11%
25.56%
61.11%
11.67%

. 56%

24.13%

27.01%
10.92%
10.35%
10.92%

16,67%




WASHINGTON

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Not one of your Choices ==—m=mmmmm oo oo e - 8.72%

" Percentages . _ Percentages
(Father) (Mother)
4,57%" No formal schooling or some grade 1. 70%
school only
6.29% Finished grade school 3.39%
26. 86% Some high school - 24,297
26. 86% Finished high school 39. 55%
4, 00% Business or Trade school 1. 70%
6.29% Some college 9. 04%
1. 71% Finished college (four years) o - 1.13%
1.14% Attended graduate or professional school 1. 70%
but did not attain a graduate or
professional degree
1.14% Attained a graduate or professional degree 2.26%
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
21, 14% Do not know 15,25%
Factors Influencing Attitudes )
Weighted
Score I ercentapes
Your .  1ts and/or family 129 13.90Y)
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 162 17.467
Your criends who do not or will not go to MSU 78 8.41%
Visit on the campus 122 13.15%
High school counselor 69 7.44%
Newspaper or magazine articles - 118 - 12, 72%
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) © 51 5.50%
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 52 5. 60%
High school teachers 94 10.13%
College catalog 53 : 5.71%
In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your
First Choice ==== === o o e eeee 27.91%
Second Choice —=~==~==cmmmmm e et 27.91%
Third Choice === memm e e oo e ee 26.16%
Other memem e o e e e - 9.30%
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WHITE STATION

Classification

Ju0r — e L
Senior ——m .

Sex

Male =———mmmomm e e e e
Female --- e e

Black ——=———mmmem e — e

Other -:-—— -_ -— -_— ————

Grades

All A's ———- ——— e T T ———
Mostly A's and/or B's —em— o oo Pt
Mostly B's and/or C's =—mmmem oo
Mostly C's and/or D'S ———emmmmm e .
Mostly D's and/or F'S =—mem oo __

Educational Plans

High School Diploma ~e-—cmmmmmm oL
Vocational, Technical or Certificate

Program (Less than two years) ~=——=—-ea-ex e -
Two-Year College Degree —-——=—wcememememw e _
Bachelor's or Equivalent =eeeee—oaem oo -
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study ———-emmmemeee o —_—
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond

Two-Year Graduate =-meecmmm oo e

I
'
i
1

Percentages

40.
59.

48,
51.

6.
11.
34,
Is,

23,

48%
529\’) ]
P A i

219
8095

. 089
.23%
.69%

. 01%-
35.
43.
13,
. 38%

57%
309
75%

.46%

22% ”
90% *
81%
81%

80%
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WHITE STATION

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages
(Father)
L51% . No formal schooling or some grade
o school only
. 68% Finished grade school
2, 55% Some high school
16. 33% Finished high school
3.91%. Business or Trade school
17.35% Some college
24, 49% Finished college (four years)

5.44% Attended graduate or professional school
but did not attaina gradt  or
prof essional degree

21. 77% Attained a graduate or professional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)
6.97% Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

48

Percentages

__{Mother)

. 519

. 349
4.08%
23.98%
6.80%
25.00%
17. 86%

4. 93%

6.12%

10. 37%

Percentages

23.09%
32.21%

Weighted
Score
Your pazients and/or family 769
Your friends who are going or.will go to MSU 1073
Your friends who do not or will not ;o to MSU 356
Visit on the campus 420
High school counselor 46
Newspaper or magazine articles 214
Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 241
Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 32
High school teachers 71
5 College catalog 109

. considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

g First Choice ==~=~- e e e e e e e ——————
‘ Second Choice ===== == mm oo e e eeeee

Third Choice ===memmm oo e oo e e
i Other mmme e m o e e e e e e

10.
12,

T
.42%
7.

.96%
2.
27%

6

20.
24,
13,
23,
19,

69%
61%
38%
24%

13%

62%
26%
00%
05%
06%
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Classification

WOODDALE

Sex

Male —mmme e e e

e 8 0 U e o = S et e ey =8 et e e o ey PO e G S e

Grades

All A'S m o e
Mostly A's and/or B's
Mostly B's and/or C's
Mostly C's and/or D's
Mostly D's and/or F's

Educational Plans

o = e e G G o e o ey e e o o o G e e o G . S Gy B

e e s Y e AP ey G e U e e G O e ey S e Gy G G e S

S D o G50 S Gy e B G M a8 Bt e By e G D T Gt G T i WD g T e ey o e o e o o e A G G A8 e G G G0

A et D ey 5 G D A e W e e e e G G . o W g G o g T o G S oy T (e e " e S . O T e S o G B

v High School Diploma == m—em e me oo .
Vocational, Technical or Certificate
Program (Less than two years)
Two-Year College Degree —=—m—mmm o mm oo oo Cm—— -
Bachelor's or Equivalent
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond
Two-Year Graduate

Percentages

50. 88%
49,12%

47.21%
52,799

. 70%
98.06%
1.23%

4,04%
28, 07%
49, 309
15,449
. 16%

w

16.37%

15,66%
13, 52%
30. 079

8. 36Y%

16,019




WOODDALE

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents

Percentages

(Father)

1.23%

e . 1.41%
8.08%

27.94%

6.15%

22.67%

15.47%

1.93%

9.49%

5.62%

No formal schnoling or some grade
school only

Finished grade school

Some high school

Finished high sch.ol

Business or Trade school

Some college

Finished college (four years)

Attended graduate or professional school
put did not attain a grac ~ze or
professional degree

Attained a graduate or prof. sional degree
(M.A., Ph.D., M.D.)

Do not know

Factors Influencing Attitudes

Vieighted
Score
Your parents and/or family 664
Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 1014 5
Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 287 ~4
Visit on the campus 416 —
High school counselc~ 91
Newspaper or magazine articles 230
I Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 264
; Talk with admissions counselor from MSU \ - 46
High school teachers 116 -
; College catalog 134

PrR—

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your

First Choice === =mmmmm oo e e

Percentages
(Mother)

1.24%

1. 06%
10. 279
42, 48%)

7. 61¢%
15,939

8. 859

1. 95%

3. 729

6. 90%

Percentages

- i~

. Other ==—=---

Seconid Choice —---c=n-=n
Third Choice ~=====m=n-

20. 36%
31.09%

8. 80%
12.75%
. 79%%
.05%
09%
.41
5645
4 118

/42

R I IR ¥

30.46%
27.64%
14.44%
13.38%
14.09%
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53
OTHER RETRIEVABLE INFORMATION
I. Profiles and significant differerices for each of the following subgroups: - E
A. Faculty
- 1. Classification: Teacher-Counselor
2. Sex: Male-Feéemale -
3. Race: Black-White
4 Exper1ence at MSU: Yes-No
5 Undergraduate expenence at MSU: None - two years or less -

6.

7. - Dates of ‘MSU-expérieénce: :None. =

8.

" B. Students

1.

2.
3.
4

7.

-

I£ Lists of the special courses and/or programs of interest
A. Faculty in each school

B. Students in each school

III, Item analysis for each ques tion )

A, Total faculty and faculty in each school

B. Students in each school

B N I e e e L T e

three to four yéars = degree ' -
Graduate-experiénce at MSU: Nohe - 3 to9 hours = 12 to 18 hours -

21 €627 houts - 30-6¢ more-hduré - graduate degree
within-the-last year -

2-to-5 years:ago = 6to10 yearsago = more than ten years ago o
College of r st experience: Arts and Sciences - Business

Adminsstration - Education - None

Classification: Junior=Senior -

Sex: Malé-Female

Race: Plack=White

Academic Performance: Superior - Above Average - Average -
‘Fair - Poor

Educational Aspiratiors: High School Diploma = Two years other than
college - Two-year College Degree - Bachelor's or Equivalent -
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study -
Doctoral or other Professional Degree -

Father's Educational Background: Grade school or less - High School =
Business or Trade School - Some College - Undergraduate Dégree -
Some graduate or professlonal education - Graduate or Professional
Degree

School Groups: County - City Black - City White - City Integrated

JPu—

‘1 1.‘ LERTEPRON




